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On Extraterritorial Application of Chinese Anti- monopoly Law

Zhong chun
(Koguan Law School of Shanghai Communication University, Shanghai 200240)

[ Abstract] Fxtraterritorial application of Antrmonopoly Law of the People’ s Republic of China is founded on the
effect doctrine. Although the doctrine assures validity of extraterritorial application, it brings conflict of laws a the same
time. To diminish the confliction and achieve a better enforcement, we should improve enforcement procedure, take the
reasonable doctrine into consideration and actively woperate with other jurisdiction areas in the enforcement of competition
law. We should also do further research on the intemational antitrust law.
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